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dant Carter to take a number

of cconomic and politicud
actions with the result that
many  people thought thae

SALT T{ was pur at risk. What
actually happened was that
American foreign policy re-
sponses Lo internal  Sovict
events allowed the Soviet
Union negotiators to tuke «
hurder line at the SALT talks.
In the event it was the
Americans who
greater lmpatience
clude an

agreement. Only

showed i
10 COil-:

later did the Soviet leadership |

make a series of liberal ges-

frure (the C\'chunﬂ ot
1)ohr1ml prisoners, the vasing

Jewish cnu”mnon) that
wcr\ obviously calculated o

eatc & more favourubic
mmmphuu in rhe American
Coupress.

All the same, the treaty as
sigm,d'in Vienna s a compro-

mise between its supporters
and its oppoucnts in ihe
Soviet ruling c¢live, and &«

cheek ro its ratification could
be a rdofeat for 1110 princip;l‘.
supporters ol ezhnev's
m“l\uu, as well as a polmcm
and strategic setback for the

Us: .\(Ilnmmmtmn.
Modern . weapons are be-
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In 1960-67 {t was quilic
nmmal givenn the difficuliy
of tulmlmﬂ economic plans.
to order many A\nld\ ot
¢ peaceful cquunm.nl (trac-
tor parts, for example) from
military fuctorics, Army con-
seruction  baualions  oven
buily vrdinary civilian apart-
ment blocks in Moscow and
orl cr cities. Now the reverse
15 nore common . LfllLl pll\(‘
producing  for the civit
cconomy often v seeive mili-
ravy orders for special com-
poacnts and spuares. .

Lack of finance or techno-
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~demand) for five o sx yeurs
now. The pconomy is ‘)\hlkllu “
from lack of skiltied labour,
rhe rate ©i 1[]L1Lu\(_ L Coil-
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th the armied forces and
militacy industry can advance
poweitul argumeitts threuzh
their representatives n e
Politbue.o. One must not far-
get that in 1941-43 a-large
part of the Sovier Uaion
"t‘:ndurc\é enemv ‘cccuumion
from wiich it was freed aaly
at the price of huge huinan
‘and  material - lossés. The
military  decided that only
strategic  superiority could
guarianieg tUtUl'L’ SGCUF]E)
Anather ground for ihe
political influence of the niili-

tary is the
sulfered in the Stalinist terror

oy 1937-38. Nearly ning oui uf.

cvery 10  generals  were
arvested and shot in Iimt
period—men  famous since

the Revolution. Nearly every
military district chief, nearly
every olficial in the army poli-
tical directorate, numerous
admirals, six deputy camis-
sars ol defence, the head of
every suilitary academy ol
many chiels of military pian-

huge losses ithey!

ninz statls were disposed o:.
Sufhice it 1o say that «f 199
divisional commanders on

acrive duty ia 1936,

No army i« single wiie could

lose 50 many senior com-
nianders.
After the war Sialin sys-

temaucally rvetived all those
commanders who had heen
promoted und became
faumous, beginning with the
masp famous of d” Zhukov,
When Stalin died it was these
men wlio became mainly res-
ponsible f{or the liquidation!
oi the DBervia group and for
strengthening the power of
Khrashchev., 1o 1937 it was
Zhukov as Minister of Def-!
ence who assured Khrushchev:
of vicrory over the politicully
more influential group of
Molotov, Malenkov, Kagano-
vich and Bulganin.

Similarly, in 1964 it was
the army which heiped the
party group that organised
Kiurushchev's removal after
he har lost its suport. (The
removal  was  prepared  by!
Suslov, who wus auppmu(\,
by the party appatatus, and;
by Shelepia using the KGB.!
But it was Brezhnev who;
cmerged as leader, with mili-
tary sapport.),

a0 . 1
136 were

arves fed and shot is 937-38

These actions by the mili-|
tai'y L0 creale Lhe sori of pariy |
leadershinp und secarity ser-
vice thev witnted weve a direet |
reaction to the repression of |
192738 ;;l d the muass dismis-
sals of 1949552, They and the
milim.y . u.(lu.\..ri:xl complex
determined never aziin to be
ina posiiion of ikl depend-
cace o5 {he pariy dictatoeship
and o0 acquire real influence
in national decisinn-muking.

ITowever, in e post-wae
peviod 1he Soviet Union was
techaologically and econom-

cally wesk., The West had
absolute sivategic and ccon-
omic supcriority and could

conduct policy (rom & posi-
tlen of strengatit, o fact driven

home by Russia's humiliation
in the Cuban missile crisis,
After Cuba  the  military
apparaius received @ much
BLoowder hase Tar s deveioy
nent and priovity in tie use
of national resou: e,

The object of this was fite
achicvement  of  strategic
superiority, particularly  in
view of the growing threat
from China. In 1577-79 Sovict
tuctical and stratezic forges
for practical parposes drew
level with those o die Wost
and In some Casestoverionk

LY

them. The SALT I agree-
et sianifies the slowing--
down ot' ihis toendeaey ond
e abanduagieitt of  the

carlier goal of saperiority
(" to catch up and overtake ?)
i favour of 1nai of ° pavity?

The diflicultices wirich arose
c!vlil ¢ ithe long

drawn-aour .

regotiarions over SALT weve

(LC to this change ol aim.
Brezhnev and his circie had
to convince the militacy of tne
necessity  of  compromise,
which the ceonomic interest
of the counwy in general
acmanded.

In contrast 1o the situsiion
in the American Senwde no
group in the Soviet Union,
cnulci now stop SALT I raa-

fication; nor is rthere ‘any
.lellm()d that the Sovict
Union  would violate rthe
reaty ongce il enters  inio
torce. But there arce intluen-
tial groups in the USSR whao
would not mind at aff 30 the
U'S Scmile retused o radily
the wreaty, smce that would
represent a0 hasco lor
Breshneys policies,

In the  present Circuime-
stunces in the Soviet Union—
the nalural comitag o an end
ol the power of Dreszinev's
wrous—-the feitare at SALT
I coutd mean oaly one thing
the dikcithood of o
leadership thae will lose oo
TG 1N sSCariine g miesy
abvious military supcrivciv.
Inwhiich case any subseuent
treatly would be ceriain in be
less favouranle o America
than Lae preseng one.
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